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Goals in NE Iowa
Abstract
There is growing concern over the "food miles", the "input BTUs ", and the nutritional value of conventionally
delivered and distributed fresh fruits, vegetables, and melons. At the same time, there are scores of ongoing
efforts to re ‐ invigorate rural economies by re ‐ introducing fruit and vegetable production into areas of the
U.S. that had ceded those pr oduction specializations to other regions of the U.S., along with a reinvestigation
of producer to distributor relationships in fruits and vegetable origination, marketing, and ultimately
distribution to consumers. This research describes the potential economic impacts of a nutritionist ‐ suggested
level of fresh fruits and vegetable consumption coupled with increased levels of loc al production of these
commodities and builds off of earlier work done by the author. It combines the net economic impacts of
shifting from traditional commodity crops (corn and soybeans in Iowa) to horticulture crops with an
imagined producer ‐ owned wholesale and retail distribution net work to gauge overall job and income gains
for Iowa or for regions in Iowa. We also assess animal, poultry, and whole grain components of the
hypothetical diet. The potential economic outcomes are identified and quantified in this study. The
methodology and applicability to other regions and other local production and distribut ion contexts are
discussed as well.
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Apple                    125                   174                         206 
Tomato                    180                   254                         339 
Broccoli                      46                   111                         137 
Spinach                      15                     29                           39 
Carrot                      64                     93                         109 
Squash                      57                   109                         145 
Potato                      58                     82                           97 
Milk                    735                   919                     1,044 
Pork                      32                     52                           76 
Beef                      32                     47                           75 
Poultry                      29                     48                           85 
Eggs                      50                     59                           65 
Whole Grains (whole 
wheat bread)                      85                   124                         141 
Other Grains (oats)                      85                   106                         121 








































































































































Vegetable                   166  Acres 17%
Orchard                   216  Acres 62%
Potatoes                      0  Acres 0%
Milk     11,975,012  cwt  1681%
Pork        5,171,527  cwt  9934%
Beef        2,169,182  cwt  4220%
Poultry             20,643  cwt  35%
Eggs                        0  Dozen 0%
Whole Grains (whole wheat bread)                  584  Acres 21%
































Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  5,692,682 876,327 1,040,884 7,609,893  1.34 
Value Added  2,983,734 448,219 618,215 4,050,168  1.36 
Labor Income  1,766,825 326,980 291,009 2,384,814  1.35 









Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier
Output  28,554,154 14,080,513 2,544,020 45,178,688  1.58
Value Added  4,529,338 5,315,925 1,510,224 11,355,486  2.51
Labor Income  2,082,398 3,086,040 711,245 5,879,684  2.82














Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  4,277,027 659,696 771,658 5,708,382  1.33 
Value Added  2,258,530 337,378 458,318 3,054,226  1.35 
Labor Income  1,305,446 244,688 215,736 1,765,870  1.35 









Direct  Indirect Induced Total Multiplier 
Output  4,035,492  642,774 352,890 5,031,156 1.25 
Value Added  1,428,476  307,993 168,894 1,905,363 1.33 
Labor Income  510,305  190,665 86,588 787,558 1.54 
















Direct Indirect Induced Total Multiplier 
Output  ‐1,760,920 ‐186,780 ‐260,785 ‐2,208,485 1.25 
Value Added  ‐885,820 ‐99,422 ‐154,927 ‐1,140,168 1.29 
Labor Income  ‐441,696 ‐65,493 ‐72,883 ‐580,073 1.31 















Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  6,551,599 1,115,690 863,763 8,531,053  1.30 
Value Added  2,801,186 545,949 472,285 3,819,421  1.36 
Labor Income  1,374,055 369,860 229,441 1,973,355  1.44 


















































Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  6,270,000 1,138,694 1,432,237 8,840,932  1.41 
Value Added  2,822,657 592,112 848,257 4,263,028  1.51 
Labor Income  2,536,488 367,546 400,097 3,304,130  1.30 

























Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  ‐2,506,187 ‐351,831 ‐536,907 ‐3,394,925  1.35 
Value Added  ‐1,443,576 ‐183,057 ‐318,801 ‐1,945,435  1.35 
Labor Income  ‐1,009,782 ‐113,636 ‐150,173 ‐1,273,591  1.26 










Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier 
Output  3,763,813 786,863 895,330 5,446,006  1.45 
Value Added  1,755,712 409,055 529,456 2,694,223  1.53 
Labor Income  1,526,706 253,910 249,924 2,030,539  1.33 














































Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier
Output  89,922,616 78,335,768 9,239,205 177,497,584  1.97
Value Added  11,289,992 20,613,118 5,469,879 37,372,988  3.31
Labor Income  7,417,627 11,779,540 2,581,225 21,778,392  2.94












Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier
Output  89,922,616 35,701,101 6,695,185 132,318,902  1.47
Value Added  11,289,992 10,767,855 3,959,655 26,017,502  2.30
Labor Income  7,417,627 6,611,102 1,869,980 15,898,709  2.14




















Direct Indirect Induced Total  Multiplier
Output  53,061,203 21,066,373 2,777,790 76,905,365  1.45
Value Added  4,684,146 4,467,514 1,642,836 10,794,496  2.30
Labor Income  3,077,526 2,742,904 775,843 6,596,273  2.14












Direct Indirect Induced Total 
Output  63,376,615 22,968,926 4,536,882 90,882,425 
Value Added  9,241,043 5,422,519 2,644,577 17,308,139 
Labor Income  5,978,287 3,366,674 1,255,207 10,600,167 
Jobs  229 127 52 408 
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Conclusion 
A pretty good question right now might be: what does this all mean?  The simple answer is that 
this is all supposed information designed to simulate the value of a healthy diet that was met in 
significant part by local production.  The values contained in Table 21 help us to understand the 
kind of regional income and job gains that would be realized were the region to accomplish all 
of its local food production and local diet objectives. 
The next question might be: what do we do with this information?  These statistics, again, are 
simulations.  They are designed to help growers, promoters, and state officials understand that 
there is intrinsic economic gain to be achieved from local foods production.  The question of 
whether households in the region are, on average, economically better off from one form of 
goods production and distribution or another, is not addressed.  We only look at the value of 
production shifts within an economy. 
Is it realistic to assume that, were NE Iowans to move towards the recommended diet, there 
would be concomitant increases in local foods production?  Is it reasonable to assume that the 
development of and the shift away from local grocers to farmer / retailers is possible?  Can we 
envision a systematic reorganization of thinking and patterns of exchange that are less 
externally focused and more internal?  And ultimately, are there costs to this type of shift that 
are not identified? 
There are strong economic forces at work that have, over time, decided where production 
centers for different commodities locate in this country.  There are also policy decisions at the 
state and national levels that accentuate those regional production specializations and protect 
and perpetuate them.  There are also emerging issues that may portend change and a slow 
evolution in the nature of food production and distribution.  Emerging high energy costs 
coupled with high primary commodity and food costs may lead to patterns of different 
decisions and conclusions about food production, processing, and distribution. 
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